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I EDITORIAL/OPINION I : 

Smoking war 
heating up 

Another salt's Is Ih* un>i;ola|i battle be* 
twMB BiM*fmoktrs sod smakars has Wa 
fired and ihlssbbt has blt clnsc la home. 

The Chapd Hill Towa CoubciI voted oa . 
Oct. 14 to sevorcly cuiiall emohiof la puhlle 

plACSf. I. 

The touDCU passed Che mcasttri Uaaal* 
moudjr, With some of Che more vocal couacU 
mtnibere asklsg for aa aU-«ui, total baa on 
smoking In ptiUlc ! 

This ordliuuict, branded as one of the 
toughest la Ibt natioe. bans smoking In pub¬ 
lic restrooms, la Service lloes, at the voting 
booths, at ibe Chapel Hill To»n Hall, oa a J 
bus, IB a tnil, to n coBunao nrea of na apart- 
meat complex, In seating areas of large au¬ 
ditoriums, aod (a iheaitrs, Just to name a 
few places. 

Ordtaaaees such as this deaptp loftiage 
upon (he nbllH)' of smokers it light up 
whenever, wherever, they want. OsCcasibly, 
ibe>’ are being passed to protect the "rlgbls” 
of aon-smoken. 

As a aatlOD founded and based on ladlvid- 
ual flrecdoins, It is difficult to underataad 
hew such ordloaoces that place One group's 
"righu" above another group's "rights" 
ua be pnaud. 

On the one hand, no one cao argue that | 
floo-smokers have the right to breath air | 
that Is free of lobucco smoke. 

But smokers also have the right to smoke. 

Where do we draw the Une? Whose 
rights" are wrong and whose "rights" are 
right? 

Whose "rights" take precedence and b It 
logical or feasible, to give one member of 
society a "right" to breath tobacco-free air 
while another member b deoied the "right" 
to exercise a personal freedom to smoko? 

Both sidea I n this oo-going battle have legit¬ 
imate argumcots In their defense of Individ¬ 
ual freedomiL 

I But at this point, there doesn't seem to be 
I any attempt to eompromtsc on ritber side. 

'ilte rnomeolum, at thU potat, U clesriy oo 
I ihestde of Ibe son-smokers, whogreatly out- ' 
number smokers la this country. 

For North CaroUaa Ihrmers, who product 
t he majority of the notion's I obacco. I he out¬ 
come uf these oo-goiag battles Is crucial. 

I'obacco Is our slate's primary agricultural 
crop. Id some agricultural cominualllts, It Is ' 
!he lifeblood of that commuoity. 

To have tobacco removed as a viable crop 
I In these rural areas would produce a true 
ngricutiiiral deprenrioa fbr some commuol- I 
ties, vel If iht Boa-sinoktr/snwker war con¬ 
tinues. the Ibreat Is very real that tobacco | 
cuuld become a " aoo-cr*p." 

UafartuaBiriy, the rural cummualtles of 
Ncrtb Carolina could cod up as the real ca- 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/yqbn0004 
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